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Date: Oct 12 1385
To: steve mangion (SMTP)}, H. Grejda (HGREJ)
From: K. Grindstaff (KHEWI)

Indiana Dept. Env. Mgmt PO Box 6015 Indy 45206-6015 Ge-
ologist

(317)233~-0575, Kathleen Grindstaff

Hi Steve - I decided this would be the best way for us to
communicate, since you’re having the conference call day from
hell. Rob and I just spoﬁg?»and the following comments are the
result of our discussion: \) C&ﬁment 2 of Sheri’'s letter should
also include P-38 for repair. Y2) Comment 6 was unclear to me.

I think perhaps what you’re referring to is that Figure 2 of-
their memo did not include the elevations with the contours. It
would be helpful to spell out what was incorrect, so they fix it
next time, v 3) Comment 7 was confusing to me. I think the in- <
tention is that their additional proposed piezometer locatlions
should be replaced with the figure attached to her draft letter
(showing Rob’'s locations), along with the locations in Comments
2 and 4, and the existing network. It might just be me, since
it’s been a long day. If you feel it is pretty clear, leave it.

Additional things that I noticed from my review were that .7
MW-19 was not included on Figure 1. It should be included in °
the future, or rationale provided for its omission. 1In -
addition,_@ location indicated as SG-11 is provided in the RI
{figure and Figure 4-1 of the Predesign report. This should
be included in the network as well (note that Rob’'s additional
staff gauges would then be SG-12 and 13). ~Let me know if you
have any questions. Thanks for the opportunity to comment.

Talk to you soon, Kathy



